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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is in response to applicant's Amendment which is filed December 
20, 2006. 

Claims 10-18 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

The amended paragraphs in specification correct the unreadable section and the 
replacement drawing(s) were received on December 20, 2006. These drawing are accepted. 
Therefore, examiner has withdrawn the objection to Specification and Drawings. 

Applicant's argument to the rejected claims are insufficient to distinguish the claimed 
invention from the cited prior arts or overcome the rejection of said claims under 35 U.S.C § 
103(a) as discussed below. Applicant's argument with respect to the pending claims 10-18, filed 
December 20, 2006, have been fully considered but they are not persuasive for at least the 
following reasons. 

On page 5, last paragraph, Applicant's arguments with respect to the invention in Flick 
and Gosling does not teach or suggest all of the features of the present claim is not persuasive. 
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As defined by claim 1, the remote transmitter 50 of Flick transmits a unique code to the 
controller 1 1 of a building security system 10 for the controller 1 1 to performs learned code 
verification to generate an indication relating to whether a new remote control transmitter has 
been learned by the controller 1 1 (column 6 lines 46 to 59; see Figures 1 to 3). The controller 1 1 
of a building security system 10 determines whether a new transmitter code has been received, if 
a code is received, the controller is updated to a new code. The controller 1 1 is able to delete the 
old code in the hold file. The controller operates with the new temporary codes upon exit from 
the learning mode (column 8 lines 26 to 67; see Figures 6-7). Clearly, the controller is able to 
operate in a normal mode and a learning mode and the controller able to delete, to learn and to 
verify the new unique code that has been received in order to control the building sensor. 

Gosling discloses a system for transmission of embedded applications using RF 
transmissions. A remote control device 120 controls each of the enclosures 120 to perform the 
function that people identify with the enclosure using RF transceiver 128 (column 4 lines 15 to 
30; see Figure 1). A user interacts with the remote 120 via the user input device 132, the 
controller 122 issues different control messages to the enclosure 110 (column 4 lines 59 to 
column 5 line 12; see Figures 1 and 2). The controller 122 issues an associated message 150 to 
the specified enclosure 1 10 that the user selected. Upon receiving a document request message, 
a controller 1 12 of the specified enclosure 1 10, under control of its operation system 116, 
processes the message and responds accordingly (column 6 lines 20 to 39; see Figures 2 and 3). 
Clearly, the enclosure 110 processes controlled messages in directly executable form. 
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In response to Applicant's argument, on page 6, that "the device include a transfer of 
programs that alter the operation of the actuator/sensor from the remote to the actuator 
controller" does not include certain features of Applicant's invention, the limitations on which 
the Applicant relies (i.e. "a transfer of programs that alter the operation of the actuator/sensor 
from the remote") are not stated in the claims. It is the claims that define the claimed invention, 
and it is claims, not specifications that are anticipated or unpatentable. Constant v. Advanced 
Micro-Devices Inc., 7 USPQ2d 1064. 

Furthermore, Applicant's arguments that the information transferred is in the form of 
executable programs that affect the ability of the actuator, not the remote, to control different 
devices is not persuasive. Gosling disclosed the remote control device 120 dynamically 
downloads whatever information it needs, including executable code fragments and flat files, 
from the enclosure 1 10 to be controlled. The remote control device 120 includes RF transceiver 
to receive executable code program, a computer controller 122 coordinates all operations of the 
elements of the remote control 120 device in conjunction with the memory 126 (column 4 lines 
30 to 59; see Figures 1 and 2). Therefore, the remote control device 122 could be a device (an 
actuator) for the remote control for a comfort of a device installation in a building and the remote 
control device 122 configured to a processing program relating to the operation of the remote 
control device 122. 

The examiner maintains that the references cited and applied in the last office actions for 
the rejection of the claims are maintained in this office action. 
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Claim Objections 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "the remote control" and "the security" in line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Furthermore, examiner believes that 
the claims should be a system instead of a device. 

Claim 17 recites the limitation "the operation", "the security", "the comfort", and "the 
monitoring" in lines 1 and 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 10-13 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Flick (US# 5,986,571) in view of Gosling (US# 6,618,754). 

Referring to claims 10 and 17-18, Flick discloses a method and a device (11) (i.e. a 
building security controller) for the remote control of a sensor (20) (i.e. a building sensor) for the 
security or monitoring installation of a building (10) (i.e. a building security system) (column 3 
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lines 39 to 65; see Figures 1 to 3), comprising a processing unit (12) (i.e. a CPU), a command 
transmitter (50) (i.e. a remote transmitter), and a transfer means (13) (i.e. a transmitter and 
receiver), the device (11) configured to transfer to the processing unit (12), from the command 
transmitter (12), a processing program relating to the operation of the actuator and/or of the 
sensor (20) (column 8 lines 27 to 62; column 9 lines 1 to 24; see Figures 5 to 7). 

However, Flick did not explicitly disclose said processing program stored in directly 
executable form. 

In the same field of endeavor of remote control system, Gosling teaches a processing 
program (i.e. executable code) stored in directly executable form (column 4 lines 31 to 41; 
column 6 lines 20 to 39; column 1 1 lines 1 1 to 29; see Figures 2-5) in order to update and to 
control any of the enclosure equipment remotely. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to recognize that a client user can download embedded applications to control the 
enclosure taught by Gosling in a building security system controlling building sensors of Flick 
because using an executable code would be easily to install and to execute easily by a client. 

Referring to Claim 11, Flick in view of Gosling disclose the device according to claim 
10, Flick discloses wherein the actuator is configured to drive a closure element (i.e. an auxiliary 
relay output) (column 4 lines 1 to 10; see Figures 3-4). 

Referring to Claim 12, Flick in view of Gosling disclose the device according to claim 
10, Flick discloses wherein the processing unit, a radio transmitter, and the actuator define a 
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communication, processing and actuation unit, said radio transmitter configured to communicate 
in a reception mode and in a transmission mode with any radio frequency device sharing the 
same transmission protocol, wherein the communication, processing and actuation unit is 
configured to receive, store, and execute the processing program (column 3 lines 40 to 65; see 
Figures 1 to 3). 

Referring to Claim 13, Flick in view of Gosling disclose the device according to claim 
12, Flick discloses wherein the processing unit (12) comprises a microprocessor which executes 
one or more programs contained in a program memory (14) having at least one reprogrammable 
portion (column 6 lines 46 to 59; column 9 lines 13 to 24; see Figure 6). 

Referring to Claim 16, Flick in view of Gosling disclose the device according to claim 
10, Flick discloses wherein the command transmitter (50) contains the executable program to be 
transferred, and includes a two-way transmitter (57), a processing and actuation unit (52), and a 
control unit (56), in which the program to be transferred is stored (column 4 lines 1 1 to 3 1 ; see 
Figure 2). 

Claims 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Flick (US# 
5,986,571) in view of Gosling (US# 6,618,754) as applied to Claim 13, and in further view of 
Esfahani et al. (US# 6,434,695). 
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Referring to Claim 14, Flick in view of Gosling disclose the device according to. claim 
13, however, Flick in view of Gosling did not explicitly disclose wherein a non-erasable program 
memory contains a storage area configured to store at least one code segment relating to the type 
of hardware installed in the processing unit and wherein the reprogrammable memory contains a 
storage area configured to store at least one code segment relating to an application. 

In the same field of endeavor of programming an operating system, Esfahani et al. teach 
hardware initialization code store in ROM and software store in RAM (column 4 lines 6 to 25; 
see Figures 1 and 2) in order to improve reliability and to reduce reprogramming cost. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to recognize that using a ROM to store hardware initialization code and a RAM to store 
an software taught by Esfahani et al. in a building security system of Flick in view of Gosling 
because using ROM and RAM to store hardware code and software application would reduce 
reprogramming code of a security system. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nam V Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3061 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:00AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's acting 
supervisor, Brian Zimmerman can be reached on 571- 272-3059. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300 for regular 
communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Nam Nguyen 
March 15,2007 



